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srtaRC ~AEGAPBLXN/l 1 a Reaction to hie Third LCF1OTCER 

RKFSt A. BBtt-29660, 31 October 1957 
Be E0MA-2O222, 20 August 1956 

Action Required ! None; far your information* 



1. Forwarded as a separate cover attachment is a translation of a 
paper pr ovide d by ABGAHSUN/1 containing his remarks and reactions follow- 
ing IOTOTHR which was administered on 25 October 1957* The report was 
forwarded as Reference A« 

2* X oonyarison of AEGAPK UNA 1 8 remarks in the attachment and his re- 
marks following the second LCFLUTTER (found in Reference B) indicates a 
broad difference in reaction. Apparently he was candle tely satisfied with 
this manner In which the entire affair was handled and appeared to be extreme- 
ly happy with the operator idiom he describes very favorably* 

3* On the whole, the results of the latest LCFLUTTBR appear to be very 
favorable except in the Instance where he appeared possibly to be practicing 
deception bn the question concerning UPSWING. The undersigned, who has 
tried to keep close tab via mail and telephone Intercepts and requirements 
relative to ABCAPKTiIN A 1 s reporting, feels that this reaction should be 
viewed with minor importance until something arises during the course of the ' 
operation to merit taking a second look at this reaction. It is felt that 
anything AEGAPEUN/1 neglected to report (which we picked up via intercepts) 
was probably due to forgetfulness and the lack of importance which AEGAFE- 
UNA attaches to his UPSWING relationship. 

c —J 





APPROVED! 



C- 



13 — 



» V 

Attachments: As stated u/s/C 
Distribution] 



3 - SR Att U/S/C 
2 - IK Att U/s/C 





33 



%: 



51-28 A 



c 



Attj A to ECSa-3009? 



* 



, -.■ - 




SUBJECTS Comments re. Polygraph Examination on 25 October 1957. 
REPORT: #15-57-223, U'rted 29 October 1957 

SOURCE: AECAPELIN/1 



INTBODUCTORT COMMENTS : 

1, Admitting sincerely and openly that when (C J)) on 2U October 
1957 asked ms about ny thoughts regarding another polygraph examination, I 
replied without giving ary thought, •Tea 11 , I would take it and I was happy' 
in the thought that I certainly would pass the text# I was happy for the 
following reasons: 

a* During the course of the past two years of ny association with 
the AIS, I noted in part and felt in part that ny superiors did not have 
ccoplete faith in me# I was aware of the fact that lack of faith by ny 
superiors was based partially because of ny own doing fes regards ny decept- 
ion concerning ny true wife and the woman whom I posed as ny wife) and 
partially because of external influences on which I had no influence (e.g#, 
visit to me by Otto KRUEGER, arrival of ray true wife, recent correspondence 
from the Ukraine from ny mother to former in-laws and perhaps other reasons 
not known to me but known to the superiors). This decidedly did not lead 
to a good atmosphere of collaboration. Therefore, I felt J*®* i f it was not 
clear from declarations during earlier discussions with (CT JO that I 
was clear with nyself, that is, ny conscience, and with ny superiors, I did 
not have the slightest doubt that the test would result only and absolutely 
positively and favorably. With this I do not say that the results of the 
polygraph will be positive in terms of the polygraphy operator oijjy super- 
iors. It is possible that, in spite of everything, they will/«*^® 1 Bome 
doubts. However, I am absolutely certain that ny responses were not only 
truthful but sincere and frank. 




b# I felt that following the examination various justified and un- 
justified suspicions about me would be resolved# For this reason I was very 
happy to submit myself to this test. I was prepared to answer questions 
on the tfcst which had no bearing on ny effort; that is, questions of a per- 
sonal nature which at times lower the dignity of an individual. I was pre- 
pared to answer these questions despite any shame, insult, ambition, etc., 
which I would feel inwardly. I decided on this not knowing what type of 
questions would be posed and I was prepared to answer them since I wanted 
to provide evidence that all such suspicions or distrust in me were without 
any basis. Therefore, now I can boldly say the following: I submitted 

myself to the two earlier examinations because I was aware of the fact that 
this was a regulation of the AIS, meaning that I fulfilled an obligation 
which I could not escape and in which I personally had no interest. I con- 
sidered the two earlier tests as being in the interest of the office and 
not as in ny own interest. On the other ^^nd, I considered the most recent 
test, from the very first moment th^f}iy|%rned about it, that is, learned 

ts^r 





that I would have to go through with it, not only as something which was of 
interest to the office but as something which was of the utmost interest 
Wise* Perhaps one of the buero's psychologists will see some "egoism" in 
this statement and perhaps it is in truth a manisfestation of ny egoism* 
However, this is exactly what occurred and I talk about it very openly* 

COMMENTS ON VARIOUS QUESTIONS IH THE TEST : 

2* I was aware of the fact that toy superiors perhaps are not satisfied 
with my replies in various instances, that is, the "yes" and "no" replies. 
Perhaps they expected that I would say "yes® to a "no* question, and "no" 
to a "yes" question. However, years ago I said that I would be coapletely 
sincere and frank whether or not it would suit anyone 1 s feelings, even if it 
would mean that I would suffer the loss of some sympathy or if it would cool 
our mutual relations* I write all of this because the polygraph operator 
(very likeable, pleasant, amiable, Intelligent and tactful) asked me why I 
replied "no® to one question and "yes" to another* 

3* At this moment, I cannot recall the exact formula of all the quest- 
ions but I remember them in their approximate form and would like to clarify 
why I gave one or another answer* There were two questions which were 
similarly formulated t one, if I work for the AIS exclusively for monetary 
reasons, to which I replied "no", and an analogical question regarding QIS 
to which I replied "yes", that is, for monetary reasons* Here, perhaps, the 
thought may arise that I am illogical or that I did not tell the truth or 
was not sincere* Nevertheless, I must convince the reader that I was abso- 
lutely logical, and still more, sincere. 

U* When I replied "no " to the question relative to the AIS, I did so 
for reasons of the following motives: 

a* I, as an old nationalist, former (OUN) Provid member or one of 
the providpyky of the Ukrainian nationalist movement in Vfest Ukraine, from 
toy youth was oriented against Communism as a confirmed ideological and 
world movement as well as against Cossmmism as a form of state government* 

I have today completely different views about Ukrainian nationalism than I 
had during the 1920s. However, ny views regarding Communism are absolutely 
the same as they were in the 1920s. In my opinion, there are today in the 
world only two forces which can struggle with one another to any degree, 
i»e. , the United States, for which I work today, and the USSR, which I have 
always fought and 'which I fight today with my modest contribution. I be- 
lieve in the strength of try country and its people. However, I am aware 
that only outside assistance, that is, aid from the United States, can speed 
up the liberation of my fatherland. In view of this, I do not consider ny 
association with the AIS as a personal business but I treat it as one of the 
means which will hasten the liberation of my fatherland. It is for this 
reason that I have always considered and still consider monetary assistance 
from the buero as an expedient toward the execution of my effort and not as 
ay life's goal. 
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b. When I replied "yes" to the question concerning the GIS this 
reply* was sincere* It was sincere because* after considering that it is 
By inner conviction and talcing into consideration ny earlier intelligence 
work* all that I now accomplish for the GIS is completely outside the in- 
telligence effort in the essential meaning of that word. For the most 
part* I summarise or translate notations from the Ukrainian press which are 
generally known and which have no semblance of secrecy* Any man can do 
this if he knows how to read and write and if he has any knowledge of the 
German language* I consider this to be strictly a technical translation 
with addition of my commentary. This is one thing. Another is that I am 
aware that Germany today does not play, and in the foraeea^e future* will 
not play an important role as a powerful world political force* As history 
points out* the occupation by Germany of the Ukraine evidenced that they 
wanted one octtns regime to replace another which was not less odious* If 
the Germans would have conducted themselves differently in the Ukraine had 
they themselves occupied the Ukraine without assistance of other Western 
powers is another question. Therefore, sy position relative to ny colla- 
boration with the GIS ist "If you (meaning GIS) want to have such informa- 
tion which I give you for which I spend a portion of time which could be 
spent for relaxation or reading* etc., then please pay for it* Here* de- 
cidedly* commercial interests stand in the first position. If you do not 
wish to pay me* no tears will be shed. These are my sincere positions re- 
garding one "no" and another "yes*", 

$ 9 There was another question which had the following sense: Was I 
more satisfied with ny collaboration with the Abwehrstelle than with the 
AIST The sentence did not read thus exactly but the sense is there. I 
replied "yes" to this question. I believe that in ny earlier written or 
oral commentaries I have already touched on this question. Today should 
ny reply be for some reader not understood (or perhaps even insulting), 
then I wish to say the following: I replied sincerely and frankly; it was 

not ny intention to insult anyone or to humble or humiliate the AIS or to 
consider my current superiors as unfriendly. When I said "yes", I had the 
following in mind: tfy work with the Abwehrstelle took place as the result 

of completely different political conditions. X"war was taking place. We 
conducted a struggle against the Bolsheviks. Every one of us carried a 
definite responsibility for a job and also for its results. Each one of 
us had a position which was outlined in minutest detail. Each one of us 
had with his position appropriate documentation* appropriate salary, appro- 
priate expedients for the effort in the nature of financial and technical 
support. I knew ny chiefs, their families, their positions in the Abwehr - 
stelle and they knew everything about me. Our mutual relationships were 
as friend to friend. We were happy with our mutual successes and achieve- 
ments and vetffr grieved together at our failures. I was assigned a certain 
segment of work for which I was accountable. Hy word in this activity ob- 
ligated everyone; ny superiors counted on it and ny workers executed it. 

a. In the Abwehrstelle more attention was centered on the personal 
aspects of the collaborator, including appropriate ^j^pters, proper clothing. 




